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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is responsive to Preliminary Amendment filed 10/22/01 . 

2. Claims 1, 7, and 12-29 are pending. 

3. The IDS filed 10/22/01 has been considered. An initialed copy is attached 
with this Action. 

Drawings 

4. The drawing is objected since it contains unlabeled boxes. All unlabeled 
boxes in Figure 3 should be labeled. 

Double Patenting 

5. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially 
created doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as 
to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" 
granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. 
See In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re 
Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 

USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 
(CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 
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Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may 
sign a terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must 
fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

6. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 5 and 6 of 
U.S. Patent No. 6317143. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
claims 12 and 13 of the instant application are anticipated by claims 5 and 6 of 
US Patent No. 6317143, respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

8. Claims 1 ,7, 21-22, 24-25, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Ezekiel et al ("Ezekiel", USP 5625783) 

Regarding claim 1 , Ezekiel teaches a software module stored on a 
machine readable medium for programming a graphical user interface (software 
of the system, col 5, lines 23-36), responsive to functionality information supplied 
or retrieved from an application or applet (new software components are added 
to an existing program; col 3, lines 16-18), the software capable of modifying the 
graphical user interface when a new application is launched (rebuilt menu; col 8, 
lines 43-46; Fig. 5), wherein modifying the graphical user interface further 
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comprises adding new functionality of the new application or applet to the 
graphical user interface (construct a complete menu; col 8, lines 48-58) if the 
new functionality does not already exist in the graphical user interface (col 8, 
lines 37-48) 

Regarding claim 7, Ezekiel teaches a shared graphical user interface 
(user interface menu; col 3, lines 11-13) capable of control of a plurality of 
computer applications or applets, the shared graphical user interface being 
defined and redefined as different applications or applets are launched 
(dynamically reconstruct user interface menu when a new window is selected, 
opened, or become active; col 3, lines 22-36), by receiving information from the 
applets or from the software designed to retrieve the functionality of the 
applications or applets (commands appropriate for current active window, col 4, 
lines 20-26), wherein redefining the shared the graphical user interface further 
comprises adding new functionality of the new applications or applets to the 
shared graphical user interface (recreates the menu bar, col 4, lines 20-26) if the 
new functionality does not already exist in the shared graphical user interface 
(col 8, lines 37-48; Fig. 5 and Fig. 7). 

Regarding claims 21 and 29, Ezekiel teaches the new application is 
launched as a result of opening the new application (col. 3, lines 1 1-20). 

Regarding claims 22 and 25, Ezekiel teaches registering the new 
application for the functionality when the functionality already exists in the 
graphical user interface (col 8, lines 2-11). 

Regarding claim 24, Ezekiel teaches that the functionality of the 
application (menu of the previously selected window) and the new functionality of 
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the new application (add-on menu) are controllable by the graphical user 
interface (col 8, lines 38-48). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

10. Claims 20 and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ezekiel and Fujii (USP 6204842). 

Regarding claims 20 and 28, Ezekiel does not teach that the new 
application is launched as a result of navigating a web page. However, such 
feature is known in the art as taught by Fujii. Fujii teaches a television system 
that interacts with the Internet, the system comprises opening a web page 
window (launching new application) as a result of navigating a web page (col. 2, 
lines 54-65). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having 
the teaching of Ezekiel and Fujii before him at the time the invention was made, 
to modify the interface reconstruction method taught by Ezekiel to include 
opening new window as resulting of navigating a web page taught by Fujii with 
the motivation being to enable user to access and use information obtained from 
the Internet (Fujii, col 1, lines 7-13). 

Regarding claim 27, Ezekiel does not teach the graphical user interface 
allows access to an electric appliance. However, such feature is known in the art 
as taught by Fujii. Fujii teaches a television system that accesses to a Set-Top 
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Box (see abstract and Fig. 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, having the teaching of Ezekiel and Fujii before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the interface reconstruction method taught by 
Ezekiel to include accessing to a Set-Top Box taught by Fujii with the motivation 
being to enable user to access and use information obtained from the Internet 
(Fujii, col 1, lines 32-53). 

1 1 . Claims 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ezekiel and Goldman et al (Goldman, USP 5644738). 

Regarding claim 26, Ezekiel does not teach comparing each functionality 
of the applications with the functionality of the shared graphical user interface. 
However, such feature is known in the art as taught by Goldman. Goldman 
teaches a method using context identifiers for menu customization in window (col 
1 , lines 7-1 1 ), the method comprises comparing context list with the context 
expression of the menu items to determine which menu items should be placed 
in a window (col 7, lines 4-7). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, having the teaching of Ezekiel and Goldman before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the interface reconstruction method taught by 
Ezekiel to include comparing context list with the context expression of the menu 
items taught by Goldman with the motivation being to determine which menu 
items should be placed in menus (Goldman, col 7, lines 4-7). 

12. Claims 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ezekiel and Matheny et al ("Matheny", USP 5517606). 

Regarding claim 23, Ezekiel does not teach causing the application to be 
notified when a command is initiated to execute the functionality. However, such 
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feature is known in the art as taught by Matheny. Matheny teaches a method 
supporting change notification in an object based operating system (abstract), 
the method comprises sending notification to the application when a command is 
invoked (col 1 , lines 65-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teaching of Ezekiel and Matheny before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the interface reconstruction method taught by 
Ezekiel to include sending notification to the application when a command is 
invoked taught by Matheny with the motivation being to enable all the 
applications to obtain system changes (command initialization) (Matheny, col 1, 
lines 28-35). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claims 12-19 are allowed. 

14. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
Regarding claims 12, none of the available prior art of record teaches or 

fairly suggests the defining a graphical user interface responsive to functionality 
of a first application loaded onto the computer system, and redefining the 
graphical user interface responsive functionality of a second application loaded 
onto the computer system so as to control both the first and the second 
applications with the graphical user interface, wherein redefining further 
comprises adding functionality of the second application to the graphical user 
interface if the functionality of the second application does not already in the 
graphical user interface, in the specific combination as recited in claim 12. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no 
later than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should 
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preferably accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled 
"Comments on Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

15. The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 
C.F.R. § 1.111(c) to consider these references fully when responding to this 
action. The documents cited therein teach modifying graphical user interface 
which relates to the claimed invention. 

1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu whose telephone number is (703- 
605-1232). The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM 
to 3:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John Cabeca, can be reached on (703- 308-3116). 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

(703)-872-9306 

and / or: 

(703)-746-5639 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for 
"INFORMAL" or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a 
formal paper / amendment be faxed directly to them on occasions) 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 

or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 

(703-305-3900). 

Kieu D. Vu 



Application/Control Number: 10/016,585 



Page 9 



Art Unit: 2173 



07/14/04 




PRIMARY EXAMINE! 
ART UNIT 2173 



